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FLUID   fv!  ILK   AND   C  R  u  A  t  /.  RtPOrtT 


FOR    MARCH  1952 

Retail  milk  prices  increased  in  early  March  in  13  markets  or  about  1  in  every 
9  reporting,  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  reported  today.    For  the  second 

consecutive  month,  New  York  City  was  the  only  major  market  to  report  a  decline  at 

fthe  retail' level  (one-half  cent  per  quart).    Producer  price  increases- -were  indicated 

kin  18  markets  or  about  1  in  every  6  reporting    Class  I  prices  were  reported  lower 

in  3  marketse,    However 9  late  reports  from  several  markets  in  which  March  producer 

prices  are  not  yet  known  are  expected  to  show  price  decreases,    A  year  ago,  price 

movements  at  retail  and  producer  levels  were  up  in  about  6  percent  of  the  markets 

reporting* 

Retail  prices  for  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes  in  25  major  cities 
early  in  March  averaged  23,2  cents  per  quart.    This  average  price  is  one-tenth  of  1 
cent  per  quart  higher  than  in  February  and  1,5  cents  per  quart  higher  than  in  March 
19510    It  is  4t>3  cents  per  quart  higher  than  the  March  1946-50  average  for  this 
sample  of  citiesa 

The  milk  dealers1  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  of  3,5  percent  butter- 
fat  in  more  than  100  cities  early  in  March  averaged  $5*47  per  hundredweight*  This 
average  is  1  cent  per  hundredweight  less  than  in  February  and  is  38  cents  higher 
than  in  March  1951 «    Regional  changes  from  a  month  ago  indicate  that  the  Pacific  di- 
vision average  price  increased  6  cents  per  hundredweight.    The  Mountain,  New  England, 
and  East  and  West  North  Central  regions  were  at  about  the  level  of  February*  The 

I 

other  geographic  regions  showed  decreases  from  a  month  earlier  as  follows:  East 

South  Central,  7  cents  per  hundredweight;  West  South  Central,  6  cents;  Middle 

Atlantic,  '4  cents;  and  South  Atlantic,  3  cents.    Prices  in  all  regions  averaged 

higher  than  last  March,  the  Increases  ranging  from  13  cents  in  the  South  Atlantic 

Region  to  73  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Pacific  Coast  States* 

In  the  Ne^  England  area,  prices  at  both  retail  and  producer  levels  were  steady 

for  the  second  consecutive  month.    In  the  Middle  Atlantic  division,  Binghamton 

(Continued  on  page  10 ) 
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Table  3t -Dealers'  Buying  Prices  for  Standard.  Grade  Milk       Page  7 
.  Used  for  City  Distribution,  as-  Milk  and  Cream  (3*5$  butt  erf  at  basis) 

Per  hundredweight 


(a)  By  geographic  divisions.,  f  or .  delivery  Ft0oBo  local  shipping 
point  or  country  plant,  March  1952  with  comparisons  l/ 


March. 1952 

Prices  compared 

*  i      ?  . 

*  * 

for 

same  markets 

Tit  tt"i  c  "i  rsm 

March 

February 

*  ACtx  Oil 

i'icirKe  us 

Range 

• 

Average 

Markets 

1952 

1952 

■  average 

average 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

rTt1  i«f  ^5Trt  sy^  A  ti  A 

i'vW     — xl^J-CXiiLL 

IP, 

-LO 

4.95-5.36 

,  5G81 

16 

5e81 

5.83 

Mi  fltflp  Atl  1  r 
a  a  j.  u. u. j_  c  **  ii  o 

D.oo 

5.63 

5.67 

5  ^7 

EeN.  Central- 

.  •  26  . 

4;  50-5'.  48 

■4C94  > 

■  •  26-"  ' 

4.94 

*4.93 

4.51 

W.No  Central 

19 

4.05-5,87- 

4.85 

19 

■4,85 

*4,87 

4.32 

S.  Atlantic 

20 

5.05-6  6  86 

5  c  05 

20 

6.05 

*6.08 

5.92 

E0S,  Central 

8 

5.00-6.29 

5065 

8 

5.65 

*5.72 

5.08 

W.S.  Central  . 

9.  . 

5?66-6».9S( 

^9  . 

■  6,14 

6.20 

5.63 

Mountain 

"9  •  ■  " 

4.43-6.05 

<  5.30 

9 

5.30 

5,30 

4.92 

Pacific 

11 7 

4^.99-6^00 

5,51 

11 

5^51 

-5^45 

4.78 

UNIT-ED  STATES 

4o05-6o96 

5.47 

131 

5.47 

*5,48 

5.09 

Revised. 


(b)  By  cities  where  part  of  milk  is  purchased  through  country  stations 

March  1952 


City 


Buying  price  for  raw  milk  - 

_(S.5^_butierfa.t_basi.sJi  

At  country 
Ft0.Bo  City  stations 
p_er  c^t,  j  per  £"rJb._ 


Freight  zone  or  rate 
Tier  cvti  to  which 
country  station 
_  Uric^s^a.pjjly  


Boston,  Mass. 
New  York,  IT.  T0 

Phi  lade  lph  i  %  Fa , 
Pittsburgh^  ;Fa,>  :  ;  : 
Baltimore,  Mdo 
Washington,  D.  C. 
Birmingham,  Ala. 

1/  '  Includes  Clks's  I  p 
2/    Adjusted  to  '3.5$  b 
3/    200-mile  zone  pric 
handling  charges 0 


Dollar; 


Dollars 
;     2/5.96  ' 
3/6,22-6.45 


;  1  '5.80 

6.35  . 
6.60 

2/6 .22 


5,44' 

191-210  mile  zone 

5.60 

201-210  mile  zone 

(31iM  rate) 

5.65 

61-70  mile  zone 

5  .'43 

s  !    All  beyond  65  miles 

6*04 

All  beyond  20  miles 

6.42 

All  beyond  35  miles 

5.72 

50/  rate 

rices,  base  or  basic  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective, 
asis  by  use  of  estimated  butterfat  differential, 
e  +31-y  to  36/  freight  +30^  to  50^  country  station 
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Table  5. "-Mir* items  Blend  Prices,,  Fool  or  Average  of  Individual 
Class  I  Prices,  f,o.b.  Marketing  Area  or  Other  Indieat 
_Federal J3£derj.4aikets_^  January  1952__ 
;  I    Gross  blend"  \ 

Basic       I     price  at 
fat         j    basic  test 
test       j     per  «rt. 


Handler  Prices  and 
ed  Points,  in 


Marketing  Area 


Blend  f 
price 

fat  I 

diff.  I 


Gross  blend" 
prico  itt 
3.5$  test 
per  cwt„ 


Bostonp  20l"2l0  mil©  zone 

Cedar  Rapids^Iowa  City 

Chicago  Grade  A  55~«?0  mile  zone 

Cincinnati 

Cleveland 

Columbus 

Dayton-Springfield  Grade  A 

"  Nct^-Grade  A 

Detroit 
Dubuque 

Dululb 'Superior 

Fall  River,  20  mile  zone 

Fort  Wayne 

Kansas  City,  Mo0*JKans, 

Khoxville 

Lima 

Louisville 

Lowell«Lawrence,  20  mile  zone 

Memphis 

Milwaukee 

Minneap61is«St0  Paul 

Muskogee 

Nashville 

Neosho  Valley.  Kanst«Mo, 
New  Orleans;  6l~?0  mile  zone 
New  York,  201-210  mile  zone 
North  Texas 
Oklahoma  City 
Omaha^Council  Bluff  s 
Paducah 
Philadelphia 
Puget  Sound  f  Wash. 
Ovtad  Cities t  Illr«»Iab 
Eockford-Freeport  Grade  A 
St.  Louis 
Sioux  City- 
South  Bend~LaPorte 
Springfield.  Mass* 
Springfield.  Moe 
Toledo 
Topeka 

Tri-State?,    (Ky.,  Ohio,  V.  Vac) 

Huntington  Plants 
Tulsa 
Wichita 
Worcester 


Pet. 
~3.7 
3o5 
3.5 
3,5 
3/3,5 
5 

5/3.5 
•3.5 
3,5 
3,5 
3,5 
3.7 
4,0 
3.8 
4C0 

3/3.5 
3c8 
3.7 
4c0 
3=5 
3,5 
4o0 
4,0 
4,0 

3y'4o0 
3.5 
4,0 
4,0 

3/3.8 


4 
4, 
3 
3 
■3 
3/3,5 
3/3,5 
3,7 
3„5 
3,5 
3.8 


3,5 
4,0 
3.8 
3,7 


Dollars 
~  5.25 
4,42 
4. 43 
2/5.85 
~  5,20 
5.19 
5,63 
5.41 
5,40 
4.35 
7/4»83 

•*6,28 
5,50 
?/6c29 
6,31 
4.94 
7/6,33 
"~576,17 
"^6.56 
<"4,48 
*4-46 
6e02 
7/5.79 
5,68 
*6d7 
5ol4 
6,29 
6,48 
5.34 
6,17 
*5.95 
5,91 
4.70 
4.47 
*5.28 
5,0G 
4.70 
5/8,10 
4,98 
*5„57 
7/6.18 

8/5.98 
6,11 
6/5.86 
3/6.13 


Cents 

I0i  5 

9.5 

9,5 

8.0 
10,4 
10.5 

9.9 

9.9 

8*5 

9,5 

9,0 
10,5 

9*1 

8,3 

9,5 
11.3 

8,5 
10.5 

8,5 

9.5 

9,7 

9.-5 

9,5 

9,5 
10.7 

6.2 

9o5 

9,5 
10.0 

8„5 

5,0 
10,2 
10,8 

9,5 

9,5. 

9,5 

9,5 

lOeB 

9.5 
■  9.5 
8,3 

9.5 

9.5  ! 

9,5  ! 

10.5  i 


Dollars 
5,04 
4,42 
4.43 
5,85 
5.20 
5,19 
5,63 
5.41 
5,40 
4c  35 
4,83 
6,07 
5,04 
6S04 
5.84 
4,94 
6,08 
5,96 
6.14 
4.48 
4,46 
5,54 
5,32 
5*20 
5,64 
5,14 
5.82 
6,00 
5,04 
5.74 
5,70 
5,40 
4,70 
4.47 
5,28 
5.00 
4.70 
5,89 
4.98 
5,57 
5693 

5.98 
5.64 
5.58 

5,92 
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Minimum 

Class  I 

Srice  at 
.5%  test 
per  £wt_.— 
Dollars 
5344 
4.50 
4t57 
5,94 
4/5,47 
5,27 
5.76 
5.51 
5.62 
4,46 
5,09 
6c25 
5.32 
5f78 
5.89 
5.12 
5.77 
5.96 
6.19 
4.53 
4,53 
5.70 
5.45 
5,30 
5.92 
5.97 
5,86 
6,15 
5.09 
5,69 
5.99 
5,68 
4,77 
4,55 
5.30 
5.01 
4,67 
5.96 
5,03 
5,67 
5,69 

6,01 
5,70 
5.70 
5.96 


*    Individual«handler  pool«weighted  average  of  handlers'  prices, 
l/  Grade  B  pricesg    Classes  I  and  II  10  cents  less. 
2/  Grade  B,  $5,450 

Zj  This  market  is  on  a  butterfat  and  skim  milk  basis?    prices  reported  hero  computed  for  the 

butterfat  test  shown. 
4/  Class  I  (cream)  $5,02. 
5/  Farms  located  in  nearby  zones? 

15/  Weighted  average  pricee    Wichita,  base.  $5,98;  excess,  $5,13. 

7/  After  payback  of  54,5  C6nts  in  Duluth-Superiorj  28.4  cents  in  Kansas  Cityj  46  cents  in 

Louisville;  58,3  cents  in  Nashville;  24  cents  in  Topeka,. 
8/  Prices  at  plants  other  than  Huntington  20  cents  less. 


Page  10  (Cable  6,<-JTet  Prices  Paid  Members  of  Producers '  Associations  1/ 


Net 

i 

Net 

1  blended 

| 

blende a 

|  prices 

j  Dealers' 

f 

prices 

-  Dealers' 

paid 

}  buying 

| 

paid 

buying 

City 

,  for  3-  by» 

Month 

prices 

City 

for  3,5% 

Month 

prices 

will. 

j  milk 

i or  Class 

t 

milk 

for  Class 

!    pei'  cwto 

1     1  milk 

i 

per  cwt 

i  milk 



o  / 

!__,      3/  _ 

1  per  cwto 

1 

per  cwlio 

,      i/Ji.t..,..  ?» 

r   ~          -  - 

Tin"1  1  ire 

J-v)XlCU-  S 

Denver f  Colo.- 

5.18 

5r  74 

j  Akronj  Ohio 

5,20 

Jan-, 

5.00 

Hartford,  New  Haven, 

1  Canton B  Ohio 

bcUb 

Jane 

C  Af\ 

Bridgeport j  Conn., 

6,01 

Jan<> 

r-    n  A 

!  Pittsburgh,  Pa« 

5*45 

Janr, 

5.80  . 

Washington^  Dt- 

5,.  7  3 

Jan. 

i      6C  60 

j  Providence,  E»  Ic 

6.30 

T  _ 

Jan, 

6,46  - 

Evansville,  Ind, 

5, 70 

Jan. 

5.45 

i  Richmond,  Va* 

5,82 

dan<> 

6  .,30 

BaltirDore,  Md„ 

5*82 

Jan. 

j  6.35 

M  ft 
I?  It 

■5e84 

Febc 

6^30 

i  . 
i 

I  onariosvonj w«  va» 

UiJlt 

DoUO  ■ 

L 

1/    Net  prices  reported  paid  to  memebers  of  producers'  associations  supplying  the  cities  listed, 
Dealers'  buying  prices  for  such  cities,  are  usually  specified  in  two  or  more  classess    Class  I 
or  milk  for  fluid  consumption;  Class  II  or  milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  con- 
sumption as  cream?  and  one  or  more  other  classes  covering  milk  used  in  the  production  of 
Various  manufactured  dairy  products.    In.  some  cities  a  base  and  surplus  plan  is  used  in  con- 
junction with  the  classified  price  system*      2]  P.O.Bo  city  unless  otherwise  indicated, 

(Continued  from  page  l) 

reported  a  dro-o  of  30  cents  per  hundredweight  in  prices  to  producers  hut  no  change 

at  retail*    The  2Tevr  York  City  market,  operating  under  a  Federal-State  order,  ex- 
perienced declines  at  the  retail  and  producer  levels  of  2  cent  per  quart  and  21 

cents  per  hundredweight  respectively $ 

Several  price  changes  —  all  upward  —  were  reported  from  the  East  North  Cen- 
tral Stateso    However,  Class  I  prices  not  determined  currently  in  many  markets  in 
this  area  are  expected  to  he  on  the  down  side0    The  Chicago,  Ill„  and  Gary,  Ind» 
markets  reported  increases  of  %  cent  per  quart  at  retail  and  32  cents  per  hundred-*  • 
weight  to  producers©    Hock  Islandj  .111*  reported  an  increase  of  32  cents  in  Class  I 
prices  and  1  cent  at  retailo    Battle  Creek,  Mich,  reported  a  27  cents  per  hundred- 
weight increase  in  Class  I  trrices  hut  no  change  in  retail  prices.    In.  Wisconsin,  . 
Beloit,  Madison,  and  Milwaukee  reported  an  increase  of  1  cent  per  quart  in  retail 
prices  and  increases  in  Class  I  prices*    In  Kenosha  and  Racine,  where  March  Cia§§  I 
prices  were  not  availahle,  retail  prices  were  reported  up  1  cent:  per  quart  and  •§• 
cent  per  quart  respectively,, 

Price  increases  were  also  reported  from  the  West  North  Central  Region.  The 

Kansas  City,  KansP-ivlo0 ,  market  reported  producer  nrices  18  cents  -per  hundredweight 

higher  than  in  February „    Retail  prices  in  Doth  these  cities  were  unchanged.  St. 

Louis,  Mo.  reported  a  Class  I  price  increase  of  18  cents  per  hundredweight,  with  no 

change  in  home  delivered  prices.    Retail  prices  increased  1  cent  per  quart  in 
  (Continued  on  page  16) 


Table  7. -Prevailing  Prices  of  Standard  Grade  Milk  1/ 
Delivered  to  Homes  in  25  Cities 
'    March  1952  with  comparisons  2/  • 

^Cents^_er__siii_gj.je  quart)  
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1946*50 
Av. 


Market-  .  -  ;:  T  - 

Boston,  Mass,  23 
Hartford,  Conn,  j 
New  York,  N,  Y,.  ; 
Philadelphia;.  Pa*i 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  ! 
Baltimore,  Md,  i 
Washington,  D.  C,i 
Jacksonville,  Flaj. 
Cleveland,  Ohio 
Indianapolis,  Iiidp 
Chicago,  lllo 
Detroit,' Mich.  j 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  { 


Mar. 
1352 


1 


Feb, 
1952 


Mar, 
Mar.  ,!  19-16-50 
1951      •  Av; 


Market 


|  Mar.  I' 
J  1952_| 

|  Slot 

I  23*0 
j  22.0  i 
i 25,0  I 
I  25,0 
!  24.5  ! 

23,0  f 
i  21.0 
I  23o0 
:  22,0 
|  22*5 
j  22.5 
!  23,2 


Teh.  Mar. 
-1952jl951 


.  5^24 
24,0 
24,5 
23o  5 
23.0 
23,5 
23,5 
26,0 
22,0 
23.0 
25.5 
22,5 
21,0 


23.5-24 
24.0 
25,0 

'  23,5 
23.0 

•  23.5 
23,5 
26. C 
22  c  0 
23,0 
25.0 
22.5 
20.0 


22-22.5 
24*0 
24.0 
22,0 
21,0 
22.5 
,22.5 
26.0 
21.0 

■  21*0 
23.0 
21.5 
19.0 


20.2  j  Minneapolis,  Minn, 

20.2  j  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
20.9  |  Omaha,  Nebr. 
l8e9  |  Louisville,  Ky<> 

19.3  |!  New- Orleans,  La. 
13,8  ]  Dallas,  Texas 

19 6 4  J  Denver,  Colo. 

23.4  j!  Salt  Lake  City,Utah 
17„8  j  Seattle,  Wash. 

18.0  j  Portlands  Ore. 

20.1  j]  San  Francisco, Calif. 
18,0  j  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
16.6  i  25  cities  average 


21,0 

23,0 
21c  5 
25,0 
25  =  0 
24,5 
23,0 
21«0 
•22*0 
22,0 
22.5  j 
22.5  I 
23.1  | 


19.0 
21.0 

.20,0 
23;0 
24.0 
22,0 
22.0 
20.0 
20.0. 
22*0 
20,0 
20,0 
21.7 


17,2 
17,8 
17.4 
19,7 
20.7 
19,3 
18  «l 
17,2 
18.3 
18.3 
13.9 
1806 
18,9 


l/    "Standard  grade"  refers  to  the  grade  of  milk  commonly,  sold  in  each  market ,    Milk  grades  may 
vary  from  market  to  Darke t  "because  of  variations  of  the  factors  which  enter  into  gra.de 
determination,  •  -    '  .  ,  -. 

2/    The  prices  listed  are  the  latest  reported- to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  up  to  and 
including  the  tenth  of  the  month. 


V  TV 


City 


Table  8.~FLUID Mi&  PRICE  CHAHS S  - 
Dealsrs'  "buying  prices  Fc0„B.  City]" 
Class  I  "Milk;  (3,5$  fat  basis) 


Middle  Atlantic:  jj 
{    Blnghamton,  N.  Y. 

Mew  York,  N.  Y. 
East  North  Central;  2/ 

Goxyj  Ind', 

South  Bend,  Ind. 
I    Chicago,  111. 

Eock  Island,  111*  j 
.  Battle  Creek,'  Mich,  j 
f  Beloit,  Wis. 

Kenosha ,  Wis.  ' 
I   Madison,  Wis.; 
.■  .Milwaukee ,  Wis. 
.  Racine.  Wis.  :, . 
West  'North  Central ;  1/ 

Duiutn,  Minn, 

Kansas  City-  Mo, 

St,  Louis,  Mo, 
■  Omaha,  Nebr. 

Kansas  City,  Kans, 
East  South  Central? 

knoxville,  Tenn, 

' V° st  'South  Centrals  U 

Fiuskogee,  Okla.  ■  ff  5,96 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  5,96 

Tulsa.  Okla/  5.96 

Pacifies"  3/ 

F  Bremerton,  Wash,  6.00 

Everett  j  Wash.  5.88 

Seattle,  Wash.  5.88 


March 
_  _1 9 52  _ 
Dollars 

4,90 
6.22-6.46, 

4,98 
5,08 
4,98 
5,18 
5, 20  " 
4.98    . • 

■sTii  . 

,4.94 


5.32 
6.04 

5,53 

6704 
4/6.12 


February" 
_  1952_  _l 
Dollars  j 

5.20  1 
6.43-6.67,! 

1 

4, 67 
■  4,76- 

4.66 
.  4.86 

4,93 

4.57 

4.60 

4.53 

4.62 


5.22 
5a86 
5.35 
5.40 
5.86 

5.94 


5.78 
6.23 
5. 78 

5,75 
5o70 
5,70 


"March" 
1951  _ 
Dollars 


MARCH  19j52_  ^  _ 

Retail  price  per  single  quart 
delivered  to  .homes 


March 
1952 


February 
1952 


T  March* 
1951 


Dollars    ■  !        Cents    I     Cents  -(^""Cents"" 


6,40-6.64 

• 4,44  ■ 
4.44  ' 
4,44 
4,50 
4,80 
4„44 
4,46 
4,50  • 
4,40 


4.68 


79 
83 
76 
79 


5.01 


5,50 
5.50 

5,  ^6 
5.00 

5.14 


23. 
24| 

24 

22 

25?r 

212 

21 

22 


21 
21 

22 
23 
23-24 
22 
23 

25 


2E% 


23 
23 
23 


23 
25 

23i 
223 
.  25 
20 

21  • 

21 

20, 

2Cf 

21 
23 
23-24, 
"ft* 
232 

•25 


24  - 
25-V 


22| 

'22 

22 


24 

21. 

"21% 
232' 

.19; 
20 : 
.20  • 

fg 

19 

20 

21 
21 

22  ' 
20* 
21 

23  ' 


25 


20 

20- 
20 


All  changes  in  this  area  effective  Maxch  1.  "  .  . 

Except  for  single  quart  price  in  Chicago  effective  March  5,  and  in  Battle  Creek  and  Beloit 
where  effective  dates  were  not  reported,,  all  changes  in  area  became  effective    March  1. 
Except  in  Bremerton  where  date  was  not  reported.    All  changes  in  area  "became  effective 
March  1,  „ 
Effective  March  1. 
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Table  9. -Average  Daily  Sales  of  ."fluid  Whole  Milk,  Skim  Milk  Items  and  Butterfat 


in  Fluid  Cream  in  Certain  Marketing  Areas  under  Federal  Orders  for  December 
1951«  January  1951  and_1952  _ 

Percentage         |    Daily  Average 

Marketing  -  -Jan71SS2"l  ~  ThaT,  1952  |-Jah7195T 

Area  ^ec.  Jan.  Jan.      of  Dec.       of  Jan. 

1951       1951*  1951* 


 .   1951^2/_ 


Boston,  Mass.  Zj 
Chicago,  111,  1/ 
Cincinnati,  Ohio 
Cleveland,  Ohio 
Columbus,  Ohio 
Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio 
Fall  Biver,  Mass.  jj/ 
Fort  Wayne 5  Ind.  3/ 
Kansas  City  .Mo. -Kans.  Zj 
Louisville,  Ky. 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Minneapolis-StoPaul ,  Minn 
Nashville,  Tenn. 
New  Orleans,  La.  Zj 
New  York,  N.  Y.  5/ 
Omaha-Coun,Bluf f s ,Nebr. la,  Zj 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  Zj  j 
Quad  Cities,  111. -Ia. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Sioux  City,  la. 
Springfield,  Mass.  Zj 
South  Bend-LaPorte ,  Ind. 
Toledo,  Ohio 
Topeka,  Kans. 
Tulsa,  Okla. 
Wichita,  Kans. 
TOTAL 


1,858 
4,894 
501 
1,254 
400 
434 
107 
126 
577 
459 
825 
1,028 
255 
441 
8,332 
255 
1,898 
245 
9/919 
72 
372 
185 
384 
80 
193 
169 

~9725~)2~63"1 


Jan. 
1952  2/_ 
"  1000  lb. 


WHOLBMILK  1/ 

.1,898  i/Hp3  ] 

46951  j  4P787 

5.19  506 

1,246  11,215 

410  I  S93 

446  9/426 

106  107 

126  9/125 

587  9/568 

469  460 

839  817 

1,055  9/1,015 

262  249 

451  |  429 

8,384  i  8,41© 

255  !  9/249 

1,924  j  1,938 

245  i  229 

924  9/13/881 


Percent 


Jan.      of  Jan. 
1952*  Il951* 
1000  lb. I  Porcent' 


72 
379 
185 
382 

81 
202 
174 


72 
372 
9/201 
354 
73 
193 
9/150 


'.  _  26j.5l4l  1/I6jl°I91 
BUTTERFAT  IN  FLUID  CHE  AM  l/  6/ 


102 

101 

xxxx 

xxxx 

101 

103 

xxxx , 

xxxx 

104 

103 

xxxx 

xxxx 

99 

103 

xxxx 

xxxx 

103 

104 

xxxx 

103 

105 

xxxx 

xxxx 

100 

100 

xxxx 

xxxx 

100 

101 

xxxx 

xxxx 

102 

103 

xxxx 

xxxx 

102 

102 

xxxx 

xxxx 

1©2 

103 

xxxx 

xxxx 

103 

104 

xxxx 

xxxx 

103 

105 

xxxx 

xxxx 

102 

105 

xxxx 

xxxx 

101 

100 

xxxx 

xxxx 

100 

102 

xxxx 

xxxx 

101 

TYVT 

AAAA 

xxxx 

xxxx 

101 

105 

xxxx 

xxxx 

101 

100 

xxxx 

xxxx 

102 

102 

xxxx 

xxxx 

100 

92 

xxxx 

xxxx 

100 

108 

xxxx 

xxxx 

101 

111 

xxxx 

xxxx 

104 

105 

xxxx 

xxxx 

103 

116 

xxxx 

xxxx 

"10172- ' 

101.8' 

"xxxx* " 

xxxx 

* 

• 

• 

Boston,  Mass. 
Chicago,  111.  _4/ 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  7/ 
Cleveland,  Ohio 
Columbus,  Ohio 
Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio 
Fall  Eiver,  Mass.  Zj 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  ZJ 
Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kans.  Zj 
Louisville,  Ky. 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Nashville,  Tenn. 
New  Orleans,  La.  Zl 
New  York,  N,  Y.  8/ 
Cmaha-Coun. Bluffs,  Nebr.-I* 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  Zj 
Quad  Cities,  Ill.-Ia. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Sioux  City,  Ia. 
Springfield,  Mass. 
South  Bend^LePorte,  Ind. 
Toledo,  Ohio 
Topeka,  Kans. 
Tulsa,  Okla. 
Wichita,  Kans. 

TOTAL 


1 

Not  available 

21.7 

1 

- 

50.9 

45.8 

9/48.5 

90 

94 

xxxx 

xxxx 

3.5 

2.6 

9/2.7 

75 

97 

xxxx 

xxxx 

11.3 

9.2 

9.9 

81 

94 

xxxx 

xxxx 

2.8 

2.4 

9/2.6 

87 

95 

xxxx 

xxxx 

2.6 

2.1 

2,3 

83 

92 

xxxx 

xxxx 

.7 

.6 

.6 

87 

101 

xxxx 

xxxx 

.7 

.6 

.7 

82 

90 

xxxx 

xxxx 

4.4 

3.3 

3.5 

76 

96 

xxxx 

xxxx 

2,5 

1.6 

1.7 

62 

95 

xxxx 

XXXX 

6.0 

5.0 

5.1 

83 

99 

xxxx 

xxxx 

12.5 

11.2 

11.7 

90 

96 

xxxx 

xxxx 

1.5 

.9 

.9 

63 

99 

xxxx 

xxxx 

2.0 

1.5 

1.5 

75 

99 

xxxx 

xxxx 

68.1 

59.7 

68.6 

88 

87 

xxxx 

xxxx 

,.3/  2.5 

2.1 

2.3 

86 

94 

xxxx 

.  sxxx 

12.6 

11.8 

12.0 

93 

98 

xxxx 

xxxx 

2,2 

1.9 

1.8 

87 

102 

xxxx 

xxxx 

9/7.7 

5.4  9/ 

13/5.6 

70 

96 

xxxx 

xxxx 

.8 

.7 

.7 

88 

93 

xxxx 

xxxx 

Not  available 

2.2 

xxxx 

xxxx 

1.3 

1,0 

9/1.2 

81 

86 

xxxx 

xxxx 

3.3 

2.8 

3.0 

85 

94 

xxxx 

xxxx 

.6 

.5 

.4 

79 

109 

xxxx 

xxxx 

1.2 

1.0 

1.2 

89 

89 

xxxx 

xxxx 

1.5 

1-3  Q 

,  1.2 

85 

105 

xxxx 

xxxx 

9/203.2*  _ 

.  ~  _  _1l5i2l  lS1^7- 

_  86j2_  j 

 92.1  j 

_xxxx  _ 

_  xxxx 

Table  9. .-(Cont'd)  Average  Daily  Sales  of  Skim  Milk  Items  in' Certain  Marketing       Page  13 
Areata  under  Federal  Orders  for  December  1951,  January  1951  and  1952 




Marketing  j     Dec.  Jan, 

Area  .    \  1951  2]   |    1952  2/ 


Jan. 
1951 


"  ?e_rcenTa_£e_  _  ~J  ^a_il^  Average  


1C0"0  .lb  6 

SKIM  MILK  IT3MS 
-1973379 


Jan.  1952 
of  Dec. 
1951^ 


Jan. 1952  I  Jon. 1952 

of  Jan.j      Jan,     I  of 
1951*' j     1952*     !  1951* 


I 


Boston,  Mass.  3/ 
Chicago,  111. . 
Cincinnati,  Ohio 
Cleveland,  Ohio 
Columbus,  Ohio  12/ 
Dayton-Springfield, Ohio  j 
Fall  Biver,  Mass.  3/  .' 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind«  ZJ  ' 
Kansas  CitytMo(!«Kans>j3/  ] 
Louisville.  Ky« 
Mil\/aukee,  Wis.  ...  .  j 
Minneapol  is-St  .Paul  ,Minii 
Nashville,  Tenne 
New  Orleans,  La.  3/  ! 
Omaha-rCoun.Bluf  f  s7Wlbb.3/-2I-  ,2 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  3/  .  \  .85.3 
Quad  Cities,  Ill.-Ta*  •  j  .  19.8 
St,  Louis,  Mo,  •  19/68.8 

Sioux  City-  la.  !  6.2 

South  Bend~LaPorte,.Ind,  j  .12.7 
Toledo,  Ohio 
Topeka,  Kans 
Tulsa,  Okla. 


40.7 
307.3 
53.4 
85.9 
32.4 
3669 
4.5 
9.6 
50,8 
39,4 
53  .1 
61,4 
51.7 
23.3 


35,3 
5.3 
19.5 


Wichita,  Kans.  |  16.1 


43.5 

339o0 
59,0 
93.7 
35,8 
41.9 
.  4,3 

"  10. 0 
57.7 
38«5 
56,4 
65.3 
58,3 
25.2 
25,1 
#2>0 
21-4 
74;  8 
6,4 
12,7 

'  38.2 
-  6.3 
20.8 
!7o9 


27 

9/' 
9' 


97284.7 
9/  58.8 

86.1 
9/  32.7 
'  39.4 

Sol 

'  9.6 
51.8 
9/  39.4 
.  52. 1 
60.3 
9/  57.2 
,  21.9 
9/20.8 
•89.5 
l'5.6. 
73.2 
7.2 
14.9 
37.7 
4*7 
23.2 
15„9 


2Jnl 


Percent 


la/ 

S 


07 
110 
110 
109 

111 
114 

96 
104 
114 
98 
106 
106 
113 
108 
109 . 
108 
108 
/109 
'104 
100 
108 
■  119 
107 
111 


f-< 


99 
119 

100 
109 

HQ 
106 

85 
104 
111 

98 
108 
108 
102 
115 
111 
103 
137 
102' 

90 

86 
101 
135 

89 
113 


1000  lb. 

•  X3pt 

XXX 

XXX 

XXX 

XXX 
:  xxx 

XXX 
XXX 

xxx 
xxx 
xxx 

XXX 


FercehT 


xxx 

XXX 


i. 


xxx 
xxx 
xxx 

XXX 
XXX 

xxx 

XXX 
XXX' 


xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 
xxx 


.  TOTAL  _  _9/l jl 40.4* 


108  0  9 


10864 


XXX 


xxx 
areas 


*      Computed  from  unrounded"  figures,    jy^roaucts  sold  on  routes  outside  of  marketing' 

included  except  where' noted.    Sales  by  handler s\  subject  to  another  Federal  Order  are  not 
always  includad  in  data  for  market  in  which  distributed.    2/  Preliminary,    3/  No  significant 
quantities  of  outside  sales  included.    4/  Includes  items  sold  in  the  Metropolitan  District. 
5/    Includes  all  whole  milk  shipped  into  the  marketing  area.    6/  Includes  sweet  and  sour  cream 
and  milk  and  cream  mixtures  containing  6$  or  rnqre  butterfat. .  ;7j[  .Includes  all.  cream  disposed 
of  outside  the  marketing,  area.    8/  Does  not  in<?lude  storage  -cream  sold  for  fluid  use. 
9/    Revised.    10/  Sales  data  for  the  Boston  and  Springfield,  Mass.  areas  excluded  for  purposes 
of  comparison,   JjJ  Includes  fluid  items  such  as  plain  and  flavored  skim  milk  and-  buttermilk 
which  do  not  meet; the  butterfat  'content  requirement  for  whole  milk  and  flavored  whole  milk. 
12/  Plain  skim  excluded.    13/  Can  not  be  compared  directly  with  January  1952  because  of  increase 
in  the  marketing  area,  effective  Dec.  \9  l95l0 

STATISTICAL  NOTE 


Starting  in  this  issue  of  the  Fluid  Milk  and  Cream-Report,  the  monthly  sales 
and  receipts  data  for  certain  marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  have  "been  ex- 
panded "by  the  addition  of  Springfield  and  Fall  River,  Mass.,  Milwaukee,  Wis,,  Quad 
Cities,  Illo-Iaoj  Sioux  City,  Ia„  and  Tulsa,  Okla.,    This  sample  of  26  marketing 
areas  represents  a  consuming  population  of  approximately  31  million  people.  This 
population  estimate  is  based  on  Bureau  -of  the  Census  releases  for  April  1950  and  the 
1950  definition  of  the  marketing 'areas  under  the  terms  of  the  particular  orders. 
The  26  Federal  Order  marketing  areas  provide  a  32  percent  sam-nle  of  the  Nation's  ur- 
ban population  of  98, million  in  April  1950,    It  should  he  noted, that  there  is  no  re- 
presentation in  this  sample  of .markets  in  the  South  Atlantic,  Mountain  and  Pacific 
divisions,  and  this  fact  should  he  kept  in  mind  when  using  the  data  for  analysis  of 
national  trends.  •  - 

Another  change  instituted  at  this  time  has  "been  the  deletion  of  New  York  and 
St-,  Louis  from  the  category  of  markets  for;  which  segregated  in-area  sales  data  are 
available5    Investigation- has  indicated  that  the  ,St9  Louis' sales  data  contain  sig- 
nificant quantities  of  out-of-area  sales.    The  New  York. market  sales  data  do  not 
include  storage  cream  used  for  ' sour  fluid  cream  purposes  and  therefore  are  inade- 
quate to.  represent  changes  in  sales  of  all  fluid  cream  for  that  area, 

(Usual  Monthly  Sales  Comments  begin  on  page  15) ! 
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Sales  of  Milk  and  Cream  and  Receipts  P&gQ  15 
from  Producers  in  Certain  Marketing  Areas  Under  Federal  Orders 
   January  195.2,  with  Comparisons  

The  combined  average  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  26  marketing  areas  op- 
erating under  Federal  Milk  Orders  during  January  were  1,2  percent  larger  than  in 
December  and  le8  percent  larger  than  in  January  1951 „ 

Combined  average  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  in  8  of  these  26  marketing 
areas  (see  footnote  3,  Table  9),  whose  data  do  not  include  significant  quantities 
of  out-of-area  sales during  January  were  1*7  pereent  larger  than  the  preceding 
month  and  1„0  percent  above  a  year  earlier.    Compared  with  December,  3  markets  re- 
ported no  change  while  the  remaining  5  showed  slight  increases.    Changes  from 
January  1951  indicated  a  dre>p  of  1  percent  in  Philadelphia,  increases  ranging  from 
1  percent  in  Boston  and  Ft,  Wayne  to  5  percent  in  New  Orleans  and  no  change  in  Pall 
River,  Mass*    The  Hew  York  City  marketing  area  reported  sales  up  1  percent  from  a 
month  earlier  but  unchanged  from  a  year  ago. 

Combined  average  daily  sales  of  butterfat  in  fluid  cream  in  2te  marketing  areas 
(Boston  and  Springfield,  Mass,,  excLuded)  during  January  were  1308  percent  smaller 
than  in  December  and  7<>6  percent  smaller  than  in  January  19510    Combined  average 
daily  sales  in  6  of  these  24  marketing  areas  (see  footnote  3,  Table  9),  whose  data 
do  not  include  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales „  were  13  percent  smaller 
during  January  than  in  December  and  2K8  percent  smaller  than  in  January  a  year  ago. 
All  6  markets  indicated  smaller  sales  than  a  month  earlier,  ranging  from  7  percent 
in  Philadelphia  to  25  percent  in  New  Orleans e    Changes  from  January  1951  were  down- 
ward in  5  of  the  6  markets  while  the  Pal-.  RiTeaL  market       showed  an  increase  of  1 
percent.  Data  for  the  Hew  York  City  market,  which  do  not  include  sales  of 

storage  cream  for  fluid  use, indicate  a  drop  of  1?  percent  from  December  and  13  per- 
cent from  January  1951 0 

Combined  average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  items  in  24  marketing  areas  (New  York 
and  Springfield,  Mass0  excluded)  during  January  were  8e9  percent  larger  than  in 
December  and  804  percent  larger  than  a  year  earlier*    In  7  of  these  24  markets  (see 
footnote  3,  Table  9)  whose  data  do  not  include  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area 
sales,  a  gain  of  8r,7  percent  was  indicated  from  December  and  5C4  percent  from 
January  1952, 

Combined  average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  the  26  markets  during 
January  were  6  percent  higher  than  in  December  but  1  percent  below  the  level  of 
January  1951,    All  markets  in  the  sample  indicated  larger  receipts  from  producers 
than  in  the  preceding  month  ranging  from  1  percent  in  Boston  and  South  Bend  to  13 
percent  in  Ft0  Wayne,    Changes  from  a  year  ago  were  upward  in  10  markets  ranging 
from  1  percent  in  Louisville,  Kye  to  12  percent  in  Ft*  Wayne  and  Nashville(1  De- 
creases'from  a  year  earlier  ranged  from  1  percent  in  St;,  Louis  and  Tulsa  to  17  per- 
cent in  the  Quad  Cities,  Ill,»-Ia»  market,, 

The  combined  number  of  regularly  approved  producers  in  the  26  markets  was  down 
fractionally  from  December  and  3,5  percent  fewer  than  in  January  last  year*  Com- 
pared with  a  year  earlier B  producer  numbers  were  higher  in  5  markets,  unchanged  in 
1  market;  and  down  in  the  remaining  20  markets.    Ft,  Wayne  with  an  increase  of  18 
percent  and  Quad  Cities  with  a  decrease  of  37  percent  represented  the  extremes* 

Combined  average  daily  receipts  per  producer  in  the  26  markets  during  January 
were  about  7  percent  greater  than  in  December  and  3  percent  larger  than  in  January 
1951,    Cains  from  a  month  earlier  ranged  from  2  to  8  -percent  in  2?  markets*  In- 
creases in  the  3  remaining  markets  were  10  percent  in  Sioux  City,  12  percent  in  New 
Orleans,  and  15  -percent  in  Minneapolis-Sts  Paulo    Compared  with  last  January,  in- 
creases were  indicated  in  16  markets  ranging  from  1  percent  in  Nashville,  South 
Bend-LaPorte,  and  Toledo  to  32  percent  in  Quad  Cities,    Milwaukee  and  Springfield 
indicated  receipts  per  producer  at  the  level  of  last  January  while  decreases  were 
reported  from  8  markets  ranging  from  1  percent  in  Stc  Louis  to  6  percent  in 
Kansas  City,  Mo«Kans« 
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Duluth,  Minne  and  f  cent  per  quart  in  Omaha^  "Seb0  Class  I  prices  were  reported  up 
10  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  former  city  hub  were  not  available  in  the  latter^ 

In  the  East  South  Central  region.;  the  only  price    change  reported  was  an  . in- 
crease of  18  cents  per  hundredweight  in  Class  I  prices,  in  Knoxville,  Retail 
prices  in  Knoxville  were  reported  unchanged,. 

Reported  changes  from  the  Vest  South  Central  Region  were  an  18  cents  per 
hundredweight  increase  to  producers  in  the  Muskogee  and  Tulsa,  0kla„  markets  and  a 
27  cents  decrease  in  Class  I  prices  to  producers  supplying  the  Oklahoma  City:  mar- 
ket,  • 

In  the  Pacific  Coast  States,  the  Puget  Sounds  Washe  markets  of  Everett  and 
Seattle  reported  increases  oi'  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail  and  of  18  cents  per  hun- 
dredweight in  Class  I  prices »    Bremerton^  Wash,  reported  a  f  cent  per  quart 
increase  at  retail  and  an  increase  of  25  cents  per' hundredweight  to  producers* 

Milk  production  on  United  States  farms  during  February  was  estimated  at  8,7 
billion  poundsc    While  the  monthly  output  was  .up  2  percent  from  February  1951 
(because  of  the  29  day  month  in  1952)  daily  output  was  down  li  percent  from  a 
year  earliere    On  a  per  capita  basis,  February,  milk  production  was  1,92  pounds  per 
person  per  day,  the  lowest  for  the  month  in  the  last  15  years c    Production  per  ccw 
in  crop  reporters'  herds  on  March  1  was  reported  at  16<?15  pounds  per  cow  in  herd, 
the  third  highest  for  the  date  in  over  25  years  of  record.    Milk  cows  in  production 
on  March  1  represented  67e2  percent  of  all  milk  cows  in  cro-n  reporters'  herds  on 
that  date  -  unchanged  from  last  year  and  slightly  above  the  10-year  average  for 
March  1, 


